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vs. 7% (range: 0% (Germany/Spain) -25% (UK)). Latest disease severity measures 
documented were (adalimumab vs. etanercept): Swollen Joint Counts: 1.6 (range: 
0.4 (Spain) -2.9 (UK)) vs. 2.7 (1.4 (Germany) -8.0 (UK)), Tender Joint Counts: 2.4 
(range: 0.9 (Spain) -3.5 (Italy)) vs. 4.1 (range: 1.9 (Germany) -9.8 (UK)), and HAQ 
rating: 1.2 (range: 0.4 (Spain) -2.7 (Germany)) vs. 1.5 (range: 1.3 (Germany) -2.0 
(France)). ConClusions: Among PsA patients receiving adalimumab or etaner-
cept monotherapy, disease severity differed within the EU5, with patients on 
etanercept, and patients in Italy and UK, having relatively higher burden and 
poorer outcomes. Factors influencing the observed patterns of geographic varia-
tion and the impact of specific biologic treatments on observed patterns warrant 
further scrutiny to optimize therapeutic interventions and improve outcomes.
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objeCtives: Assess the relative efficacy and safety of ustekinumab compared 
to reimbursed anti-TNF-alfa therapies in patients with active psoriatic arthritis 
(PsA). Methods: Randomized, placebo-controlled, at least 24-week-long, pivotal 
studies were searched in PubMed and EMBASE databases. Patients, participating 
in these trials, had active psoriatic arthritis. They were treated with DMARD and/
or NSAID therapies and had not received any biological treatment before. Meta-
analysis was based on ACR20, ACR50, ACR70, PASI75, HAQ-DI, AE and SAE endpoints. 
The quality assessment of evidences was based on EUnetHTA guidelines. For the 
applicability evaluation Aetkin’s method was used, while the meta-analysis used 
Frequentist approach. The mean and the 95% confidence interval of odd ratios (OR) 
were estimated with the Mantel-Haenszel test and with the fixed effect method. 
Statistical heterogeneity was tested using the Chi-squared-test, publication bias 
was checked with funnel plot. Results: During the literature search 8 studies were 
identified. One study was excluded from the evaluation due to inadequate treatment 
dose. Due to altering placebo arm treatment and a high risk of bias at study level, two 
studies were involved in sensitivity analyses. Anti-TNF-alfa treatments had signifi-
cantly better results on primary and accentuated secondary endpoints (ACR20 week 
24 - ustekinumab vs. placebo: OR= 2,56 (95%CI= 1,74; 3,74); anti-TNF-alfa vs. placebo: 
OR= 7,89 (95%CI= 5,65; 11,1); ACR50 week 24 – ustekinumab vs. placebo: OR= 3,46 
(95%CI= 1,94; 6,17); anti-TNF-alfa vs. placebo: OR= 14,21 (95%CI= 8,01; 25,23)). On the 
other secondary endpoints the differences were not significant, however results 
have shown subservient tendency for anti-TNF-alfa treatment against ustekinumab. 
During the safety comparisons we did not find a substantial difference between 
these treatments. ConClusions: Based on our evaluation the anti-TNF-alfa treat-
ment appears more effective than ustekinumab in the first line biologic treatment 
of psoriatic arthritis.
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objeCtives: To prevent irreversible joint damage in rheumatoid arthritis (RA), bio-
logical drugs have been developed; when insufficient response is observed, the ini-
tial dosage could be increased (dose escalation). The aim of the study was to assess 
dose escalation among different therapeutic strategies and associated health care 
resources use. Methods: An observational retrospective cohort analysis based 
on 3 Local Health Units administrative databases was conducted. Patients who 
filled at least one prescription for biologic agents with a diagnosis of RA between 
01/01/2009-31/12/2011 (enrolment period) were included. Patients were followed-
up for 12 months and characterized on the basis of the previous 12 months. Dose 
escalation and cost of illness were calculated on naïve patients (patients with no 
prior prescriptions of the index biologic); dose escalation was defined as having ≥ 2 
consecutive claims with an average weekly dose 130% greater than the initial aver-
age weekly dose. Results: 594 patients were analyzed, female: male ratio= 3: 1, age 
54±14. Biologic at index date were Etanercept (39%), Adalimumab (25%), Infliximab 
(14%), Abatacept (10%), Tocilizumab (9%), Golimumab (3%). Naïve patients to index 
biologic were 293 (49%); among them, dose escalation was observed in 21.4% 
patients on Infliximab, 11.5% Adalimumab, 5.6% Abatacept, 4.0% Tocilizumab, 3.8% 
Etanercept. Hospitalized patients with RA as main discharge diagnosis were 9.6% 
Infliximab, 6.7% Golimumab, 6.6% Adalimumab, 2.9% Tocilizumab, 2.8% Etanercept, 
2.4% Abatacept. Overall, 95% of cost of illness was driven by biologics, 2% tradi-
tional DMARDs, 3% non pharmacological costs; annual cost of illness was € 13,622 
for Golimumab, € 12,803 Adalimumab, € 11,924 Etanercept, € 11,830 Tocilizumab, 
€ 11,201 Infliximab, € 10,943 Abatacept. Dose escalation was associated with a higher 
expenditure for biologic (€ 12,248 VS € 11,232, p= 0.023) and no difference on other 
costs (€ 464 VS € 566, p= 0.349). ConClusions: Among patients with RA, Abatacept 
was associated to a lower cost of illness and hospitalization ratio, due to a low dose 
escalation rate.
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objeCtives: Recently biological agents with a mechanism of action targeting the 
pathogenesis of rheumatoid arthritis (RA) have emerged as an important treatment. 
Especially, as anti-TNF (anti-tumor necrosis factor antagonist) drugs are effective 
objeCtives: The Work Limitations Questionnaire (WLQ) measures the degree to 
which employed individuals are experiencing health-related limitations at work, 
as well as health-related productivity loss. The PALACE 1 study compared the 
efficacy and safety of apremilast (APR) with placebo in patients with active pso-
riatic arthritis (PsA) despite prior or concurrent conventional disease-modifying 
antirheumatic drugs (DMARDs) and/or prior biologics. The objective of the current 
analysis was to assess the effect of APR on the work productivity of employed 
patients in PALACE 1. Methods: Patients were randomized (1: 1: 1) to receive 
placebo, APR 20 mg BID (APR20), or APR 30 mg BID (APR30). Treatment efficacy 
was assessed at Week 16 based on the intent-to-treat population. Employed 
patients completed the WLQ at baseline and Week 16. Work limitations were cat-
egorized into 4 domains, which were then used to calculate the WLQ index: physi-
cal demands (PDS), mental demands (MDS), time management demands (TMS), 
and output demands (ODS). Improvement in the WLQ index, and its 4 domains, 
is represented by a negative change from baseline. Improvement in work pro-
ductivity is represented by a positive improvement in percentage of productivity 
loss. Results: 504 patients were randomized (mean age: 50.4 years; male: 49.4%). 
Of these, 261 who were employed and completed at least 1 component of the 
WLQ were analyzed. At Week 16, APR20 and APR30, vs. placebo, were associated 
with a greater mean change from baseline in PDS (-5.58 and -6.24 vs. -2.14), MDS 
(-2.22 and -5.18 vs. 1.15), TMS (-4.03 and -8.76 vs. -4.25), and ODS (-5.92 and -10.3 
vs. -1.34), resulting in a greater mean improvement in the WLQ index (-0.01 and 
-0.03 vs. 0.00), which corresponds to a higher median percent improvement of 
productivity loss (18.9% and 24.7% vs. -3.7%). ConClusions: APR20 and APR30 
increased work productivity among patients with active PsA.
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objeCtives: To compare the relative efficacy of ustekinumab to alternative thera-
pies in anti-TNF treatment-naïve adult patients with active PsA, while adjusting 
for the variability in placebo response rates across trials. Methods: A Bayesian 
network meta-analysis (NMA) was performed to compare ustekinumab with 
adalimumab, golimumab, etanercept, certolizumab pegol and infliximab. Four out-
comes (PASI75, PASI90, PSARC, ACR20) were analysed after 12-16 and 24 weeks. 
The NMA was conducted using a meta-regression model, with the trial-specific 
estimated baseline risk included as a covariate (Dias et al., 2013). A sceptical prior 
was used for this covariate. Both fixed (FE) and random effects models were con-
sidered. Results: Nine placebo-controlled trials were identified for inclusion in 
the NMA based on systematic literature review, including 2 ustekinumab trials. The 
placebo response rates varied significantly across trials, with ustekinumab trials 
having generally higher values. The median value of the meta-regression coefficient 
ranged between -0.02 and -1.69 (P [coef< 0] between 50% and 95%) over the different 
scenarios and models, suggesting an interaction effect between baseline risk and 
treatment effects. At week 24 using the FE, the probability for ustekinumab 45mg 
and 90mg to be more effective than the comparators based on the PASI75 ranged 
from 87% (etanercept) to 46% (golimumab 100mg) and from 88% (etanercept) to 50% 
(golimumab 100mg), respectively. The variability around the point estimates was 
however large. ConClusions: This analysis indicates baseline risk in PsA-trials 
to be a treatment effect modifier. Any NMA not correcting for baseline risk might 
generate biased results. After adjusting for differences in baseline risk between the 
trials, ustekinumab indicates comparable efficacy to alternative therapies, however 
with high uncertainty around the point estimates.
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objeCtives: To compare the disease status and outcomes of patients with PsA 
receiving adalimumab and etanercept monotherapy in Europe. Methods: A 
multi-country, multi-center medical chart-review study of AS patients was con-
ducted among rheumatologists in UK/France/Germany/Italy/Spain to collect de-
identified data on patients who were recently treated with a biologic as part of 
usual care. Physicians were screened for duration of practice (3-30yrs) and patient 
volume (incl. > 5PsA biologic patients/month) and recruited from a large panel to 
be geographically representative in each country. Eligible patient charts (≥ 3) were 
randomly selected from a sample of prospective patients visiting each center/prac-
tice during the screening period. Physicians abstracted patient diagnosis, treat-
ment patterns/dynamics and patient symptomatology/disease status/outcomes. 
Patients on adalimumab/etanercept monotherapy were analyzed. Results: 249 
eligible PsA patient charts were abstracted; 120 on adalimumab (male: 58%, age: 
46.2yrs, average months on adalimumab: 23.9, 95% on first biologic) and 81 on 
etanercept (male: 51%, age: 47.6yrs, average months on etanercept: 22.7, 94% on 
first biologic). Top-3 comorbidites (adalimumab vs. etanercept) were obesity: 12% 
(range: 4% (France) -20% (Germany)) vs. 9% (range: 0% (France) -25% (UK)), dyslipi-
demia: 8% (range: 0% (Italy) -13% (UK)) vs. 16% (range: 0% (UK) -24% (Italy)) and 
anxiety/depression: 12% (range: 7% (UK) -22% (France)) vs. 6% (range: 0% (UK) -12% 
(Spain)). Among patients with available data, latest lab measures documented were 
(adalimumab vs. etanercept): ESR: 19.2mm/h (range: 16.0 (France) -23.6 (Italy)) vs. 
22.0mm/h (range: 13.0 (Germany) -30.1 (Italy)), CRP: 6.5mg/dl (range: 1.3 (Spain) 
-10.8 (UK)) vs. 13.7mg/dl (range: 6.7 (Germany) -24.0 (UK)), rheumatoid factor-
positive: 10% (range: 0% (UK/Spain) -19% (Germany)) vs. 17% (range: 7% (Spain) 
-50% (UK)), and anti-CPP-positive: 5% (range: 0% (France/Italy/Spain) -50% (UK)) 
